On February 18, 1971, the Division commenced an
action against the acquisition of stock of two suburban
Atlanta, Ga., banks by directors of one of the largest
Atlanta banks, alleging elimination of actual and poten-
tial competition and significant increases in concentration.

On May 25, 1971, the Division opposed the acquisition
of the only bank in Oroville, Wash., by the fifth largest
banking organization in the State, which operated the
only other bank in the Oroville-Tonasket area. The suit
alleged the elimination of existing competition would
result in a monopoly. The merger was abandoned and
the case dismissed on July 2, 1971.

Older Cases Closed

During FY 1971, several cases that had been part of the
Division's work load for a number of years were closed.
Among them were United States v. General Tire & Rub-
ber Company; United States v. American Standard, Inc.;
and United States V. Atlantic Richfield Company.

The General Tire & Rubber Company case was a civil
antitrust suit filed on March 2, 1967. It was concluded
on August 24, 1970, by a consent judgment which pro-
hibited the company and three subsidiaries from entering
into reciprocal purchasing agreements with suppliers.

A consent judgment entered in Pittsburgh, Pa., on
April 15, 1971, concluded a civil suit filed on October 6,
1966, against American Standard, Kohlcr Company,
Crane Company, Universal Rundle Corporation, Wallace
Murray Corporation, Rheem Manufacturing Company,
Borg-Warner Corporation, Briggs Manufacturing Com-
pany, and the Plumbing Fixture Manufacturers Associa-
tion. The suit charged conspiracy to fix prices of enameled
cast iron and vitreous china plumbing fixtures. The judg-
ment enjoined the eight companies from fixing prices or
agreeing on terms or conditions of sale, or from agreeing
to limit, restrict, discontinue, or otherwise refrain from
manufacturing any plumbing fixtures.

The civil suit paralleled a criminal antitrust indict-
ment returned at 'the same time against the manufac-
turers, eight of their officers, and the trade association,
Five manufacturers and five of their officers and the trade
association entered nolo contenders pleas. Four of the
corporations received maximum fines of ,$50,000 and the
individuals received sentences of up to 30 clays in jail and
fines ranging from $15,000 to $40,000. Three other manu-
facturers and three other officers were found guilty by a
jury after a 72-day trial. The corporations were fined
$50,000 each and the individuals given sentences up to
60 days in jail and fines up to $40,000.

By a consent judgment entered on July 28, 1970,
Atlantic Richfield was required to sell 2,500 former Sin-
clair brand gasoline stations in the South and West within
3 years. It was one of the largest divestitures in recent
years. The judgment concluded a civil suit, filed on Jan-
uary 15, 1969, which charged that the merger of Atlantic
Richfield and Sinclair Oil Corporation would violate
Section 7 of the Clayton Act.

Regulatory Proceedings

During FY 1971, the Division participated in a number
of regulatory proceedings involving competitive issues.
Among them were the following cases.

EU Civil Aeronautics Board proceedings concerning the
proposed merger of American Airlines and Western
Airlines;

Q Federal Maritime Commission proceedings concern-
ing a proposed new international shipping conference
having unprecedented geographic coverage (the ap-
plication was withdrawn near the end of the fiscal
year);

Q Securities and Exchange Commission proceedings con-
cerning a proposed merger of certain electric power
companies in the Northeast;

Q Filing a brief and offering oral testimony in Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) proceedings in-
volving carriage of distant signals by community an-
tenna television (CATV) systems;

D Filing briefs with the FCC supporting proposed rules
regulating cross ownership of broadcast and other
media serving the same market;

D Filing comments supporting an open entry policy in
an FCC proceeding on the establishment of domestic
satellites; and

[U Filing comments with the Federal Reserve Board on
its proposed regulations implementing the Bank Hold-
ing Company Act Amendments of 1970.

Land and Natural Resources
Division

Criminal and civil litigation involving the largest land-
owner in the Nation, the Federal Government, is the re-
sponsibility of the Land and Natural Resources Division
of the Department of Justice.

The Federal Government owns more than 768 million
acres, or 34 percent, of the forests, plains, minerals, navi-
gable waterways, and other resources of the Nation, These
are protected by a comprehensive system of Iaws3 enforced
by administrative, civil, and criminal sanctions.

The Division does not administer public lands or re-
sources. That function is performed by the Department
of the Interior, the Environmental Protection Agency,
and other departments and agencies responsible for
managing and protecting the public domain. But when
controversies develop, the Division provides legal services
to the involved agencies.

Refuse Act of 1899. The main activity of the Land and
Natural Resources Division involving Federal law enforce-
ment stems from the criminal sanctions of the Refuse Act
of 1899 (Section 13 of the Rivers and Harbors Appro-
priation Act of 1899, 30 Stat. 1152).

Jurisdiction over criminal actions arising under that
statute was transferred on February 11, 1971, from the
Criminal Division to the Land and Natural Resources
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